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Mr. Maanuson, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, submitted the following 


REPORT 


{To accompany 8S. 3363] 

















The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3363) for the relief of Miroslav Slovak, having 
considered the same, report favorably thereon without amendment 
and recommend that the bill do pass. 


PURPOSE OF THE BILL 





The purpose of this bill is to authorize the Federal Communications 
Commission to issue a radio operator’s license to Miroslav Slovak 
under subsection (L) of section 303 of the Communications Act of 
1934 (48 Stat. 1082). Subsection (L) of section 303 authorizes the 
Federal Communications Commission from time to time, as public 
convenience, interest, and necessity require, among other things, to 
prescribe the qualifications of station operators and to issue licenses 
to such citizens of the United States as the Commission finds qualified. 


BACKGROUND NECESSITATING THIS EXEMPTION 














Miroslav Slovak, at present, is not a United States citizen. 
Although Mr. Slovak has filed a declaration of intention to become a 
United States citizen he will not be eligible for citizenship until 1960. 

Mr. Slovak is a Czechoslovakian refugee pilot who is seeking a 
commercial pilots license, for which a radio operator’s license is 
necessary. 

Mr. Slovak piloted a Czechoslovak Airlines plane which made an 
unscheduled flight to Frankfort, Germany, on March 23, 1950. The 
purpose of the flight was to effect the escape from behind the Iron 
Curtain of Mr. Slovak and some of his compatriots from Czecho- 
slovakia. 
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MIROSLAV SLOVAK 


The United States Information Agency informed your committee, 
in part, that— 


* * * The dramatic incident spotlighted the plight of 
people behind the Iron Curtain and in itself was a major 
story for broadcast by the Voice of America. A tape- 
recording of an interview with Mr. Slovak was broadcast 
shortly after the flight. 


Mr. Slovak was brought to this country by the United States ‘ir 
ines on October 1, 1953. In January of 1954 he made two further 
interviews for the ——————— Service of the Voice of America in 
New York. 

On June 16, 1956, Congress enacted Public. Law 74 of. the 84th 
Congress which provided that Mr. Slovak should be lawfully admitted 
to the United States for permanent residence. Since his entry into 
this country Miroslav Slovak has been of considerable assistance to 
the United States Government. 

The United States Information Service and Government security 
and defense agencies aided him in obtaining employment in Y akima, 
Wash., with Central Aircraft, Inc., where he is employed as a crop- 
duster. As a crop-duster Mr. Slovak’s employment is only seasonal 
and he not only desires, but needs to obtain year-round employment. 
There is good reason to believe he can obtain such employment as a 
copilot on a commercial airline. However, this employment is denied 
him because of the provisions of section 303, subsection (L), of title 
47, United States Code, which states, in effect, that no person can 
operate a radio aboard an aircraft unless he is.a citizen of the United 
States. 

The Federal Communications Commission has informed the com- 
mittee that it plans to request the Congress to enact legislation to 
amend this subsection of the act so that the Commission may use 
adniinistrative discretion in the granting of licenses to noncitizens. 
As the Federal Communications Commission has pointed out, the 
Civil Aeronautics Administration licenses noncitizens to fly aircraft, 
but the Federal Communications Commission cannot license such 
pilots as operators. Because of this they are unable to operate the 
radio equipment in the aircraft and are thus deprived of an important 
safety aid. 

Your committee recommends, that pending the receipt of draft 
legislation from the FCC to implement its recommendation for general 
legislation on this subject, the pending bill for Mr. Slovak’s relief be 
approved. 

The Government agencies most familiar with Miroslav Slovak have 
requested and suggested this legislation and the Federal Communica- 
tions Commission did not rec ‘ommend against enactment of S. 5363. 
Your committee informed the Department of Justice of the pending 
legislation and the Department of Justice had no comments to offer 
concerning S. 3363. 

Following is a copy of the House of Representatives Report No. 673 
of the Ist session of the 84th Congress on S. 129, granting the status of 
permanent residence in the U nited States to Miroslav Slovak. 





MIROSLAV SLOVAK 


{H. Rept. No. 673, 84th Cong., Ist sess.] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 129) for the relief of Miroslav Slovak, having con- 
sidered the same, reports favorably thereon without amend- 
ment and recommend that the bill do pass. 


PURPOSE OF THE BILL 


The purpose of the bill is to grant the status of permanent 
residence in the United States to Miroslav Slovak. The bill 
provides for an appropriate quota deduction and for the 
payment of the required visa fee. 


GENERAL INFORMATION 


The beneficiary of the bill is a 25-year-old native of 
Czechoslovakia who was brought to this country by the 
United States Air Force on October 1, 1951. He is one of 
a group of Czechoslovaks who commandeered a Czecho- 
slovakian passenger airplane of which he was the chief pilot, 
and used it as a means of escape to the West Zone of Ger- 
many, where he was granted political asylum. 

A letter, with attached memorandum, dated July 15, 1954, 
to the then chairman of the Senate Committee on the Ju- 
diciary from the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturali- 
zation, with reference to S. 3029, which was a bill passed 
by the Senate in the 83d Congress for the relief of the same 
alien, reads as follows: 

JuLY 15, 1954. 
Hon. WILLIAM LANGER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Senator: In response to your request of the De- 
partment of Justice for a report relative to the bill (S. 3029) 
for the relief of Miroslav Slovak, there is attached a memo- 
randum of information concerning the beneficiary. This 
memorandum has been prepared from the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service files relating to the beneficiary by the 
Spokane, Wash., office of this Service, which has custody of 
those files. 

The bill would grant the beneficiary the status of a 
permanent resident of the United States upon payment of 
the required visa fee, notwithstanding the excluding provi- 
sions of section 212 (a) (28) of the Immigration and Nation- 
ality Act with respect to the beneficiary’s past membership 
in a proscribed organization. The bill also provides that 
one number be deducted from the appropriate immigration 
quota. 

As a quota immigrant, the beneficiary would be chargeable 
to the quota of Czechoslovakia. 

Sincerely, 


— — Commissioner. 








a 
vi 


TTY OF 


* 


UN 


MIROSLAV SLOVAK 


“MEMORANDUM OF INFORMATION FROM IMMIGRATION AND 
NATURALIZATION Service Fires Re Mrrostav Siovak, 
BENEFICIARY OF 8. 3029 


“Miroslav Slovak, also known as Miro John Slovak, was 
born in Cifer, Czechoslovakia, on October 29, 1929, and was 
last a citizen of that country. His only entry into the United 
States was at Washington, D. C., on October 1, 1953, when 
he was brought to this country by the United States Air 
Force after he, in company with two other Czechoslovaks, 
commandeered a Czechoslovakian passenger airplane of 
which he was the chief pilot, and used it as a means of escape 
to the West Zone of Germany. Upon landing in the West 
Zone he asked for and was granted political asylum. He is 
presently in the United States without legal immigration 
status. 

“Mr. Slovak completed 13 years of school in Czechoslo- 
vakia with the equivalent of a junior college education. He 
stated that he had been a member of the Communist Party 
in Czechoslovakia from 1951 to 1953, which membership was 
obligatory upon persons employed in commercial aircraft in 
that country at that time. He added that he had no official 
capacity in the Communist Party but merely a nominal mem- 
bership. After coming to the United States the beneficiary 

received subsistence payments from the United States Air 
Force until the end of March 1954 when he secured employ- 
ment with the Central Aircraft, Yakima, Wash., as a pilot of 
airplanes engaged in crop-dusting work. 

“The benefici ‘lary is single and has no one dependent upon 
him for support. He has no relatives in the United States, 
His father, mother, and one brother reside in Czechoslo- 
vakia.”’ 

The beneficiary of this bill is employed by Central Aircraft, 
Inc., and the committee received the following letter from 
that company in support of this measure: 


CENTRAL AIRCRAFT, Inc., 
Yakima, Wash., April 29, 1955. 
Mr. Francis E. WALTER, 
Chairman, Subcommittee No. 1, Committee of the 
Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: We are engaged in large-scale aerial spraying 
in the United States and Canada and have had Mr. Mira J. 
Slovak employed on the American projects for the past year. 

We have found him to be a most reliable and conscientious 
pilot, and as such we need him badly on the Canadian forest 
projects. He is the type of person who will make a firm 
citizen. 

Mr. Slovak must have his residency by May 12 to continue 
working on these projects. We would appreciate it if your 
committee would find favorable action on bill, S. 129, now 
pending before the committee. 

Vary truly yours, 
R. L. Baxter, Operations Manager. 


MIROSLAV SLOVAK 


Upon consideration of all the facts in this case the com- 
mittee is of the opinion that S. 129 should be enacted and 
accordingly recommends that the bill do pass. 


Following is a copy of a letter your committee received from the 
United States Information Agency recommending enactment of 
S. 3363. 


UNITED STATES [NFORMATION AGENCY, 
Washington, June 1, 1956. 
Hon. WARREN G. MAGNUSON, 
United States Senate. 

Dear SENATOR Maanuson: It is understood that the Senate 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee would like information 
on the assistance given to the United States Information Agency by 
Mr. Miroslav Slovak, a Czechoslovak refugee pilot who is seeking 
a commercial pilot’s license in America, for which a radio operator’s 
license is necessary. 

Mr. Slovak was the pilot of a Czechoslovak airlines plane which 
made an unschedule flight to Frankfort, Germany, on March 23, 1950. 
The purpose of the flight was to effect the escape of Mr. Slovak and 
some of his compatriots from Czechoslovakia. 

The dramatic incident spotlighted the plight of people behind the 
Iron Curtain and in itself was a major story for broadcast by the 
Voice of America. A tape-recording of an interview with Mr. Slovak 
was broadcast shortly after the flight. 

Soon after Mr. Slovak’s entry into America he made two further 
interviews with the Czechoslovak Service of the Voice of America in 
New York in January 1954. One dealt with his preparations for the 
escape, the flight itself, and his first personal impressions of America. 
The second dealt with the situation in Czechoslovakia, particularly 
with respect to the Czechoslovak Airlines and aviation sportsclubs. 
Mr. Slovak was most cooperative and the resulting broadcasts were 
known to be effective. 

On the basis of this Agency’s dealings with Mr. Slovak and in the 
light of available information, the Agency is glad to support the 
special legislation being considered for Mr. Slovak. 

Sincerely yours, 
Rosert E. Burton, 
Deputy Assistant Director for Radio and Television. 


There are no changes in existing law. 


O 
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847TH CONGRESS SENATE REPORT 
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LT. COMDR. MORTIMER T. CLEMENT 
JuNE 7 (legislative day, June 4), 1956.—Ordered to be printed 


Mr. Eastianp, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted 
the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H. R. 4873] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill 
(H. R. 4873) for the relief of Lt. Comdr. Mortimer T. Clement, having 
considered the same, reports favorably thereon without amendment 
and recommends that the bill do pass. 


PURPOSE 


The purpose of this bill is to relieve Lt. Comdr. Mortimer T. Clement 
of all liability to refund to the United States the sum of $6,638.66 rep- 
resenting overpayments of retired pay received by him for the period 
June 1, 1942, to July 31, 1949, inclusive. The bill would also authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to Lieutenant Commander Clement, the 
sum of $1,651.33, which sum was repaid by him to the United States 
through a checkage of his retired pay account pursuant to a decision 
of the Comptroller General (B-105596, February 4, 1952) disallowing 
payment of such retired pay for the period August 1, 1949, to Decem- 
ber 31, 1951, inclusive. 

STATEMENT 


The Department of the Navy recommends enactment of this 
legislation. 

Dr. Clement was retired on June 30, 1938, under the provisions of 
the act of August 5, 1935 (34 U. S. C. 349d). At that time he had 
completed 21 years, 6 months, and 18 days of active service which en- 
titled him to count 22 years for longevity purposes and as the base for 
the computation of his retired pay. He was correctly paid retired 
pay of $185.62 per month from July 1, 1938, until June 1, 1942. In 
addition to the above active service Dr. Clement had served in the 
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South Carolina National Guard from May 1, 1909, to November 8, 
1916. However, this service at the time of his retirement could not be 
counted for retirement in the computation of his retired pay. 

Section 3A of the Pay Readjustment Act of 1942 (56 Stat. 1037, 
1038) was amended by section 1 of the act of September 7, 1944 
(58 Stat. 729; 37 U.S. C. 103a) to provide that in the computation of 
service for all pay purposes of persons paid under the provisions of 
section 1 of the Pay Readjustment Act of 1942, such persons, in 
addition to the time required to be credited by section 1, ‘‘shall be 
credited with full time for all periods during which they were enlisted or 
held commissions as officers * * * in the National Guard.” This 
amendment was retroactive to June 1, 1942. It was interpreted as 
authorizing the crediting of Dr. C lement’s National Guard Service of 7 
years in the computation of his retired pay which added to his 22 years 
naval service would give him 29 years service for pay purposes. As 
thus computed, Dr. C lement received retired pay at the rate of $306. = 
per month from June l, es to July 1, 1946, and at the rate of $337.2 
per month from July 1 , 1946, to January 1, 1952. During on 
periods Dr. Clement’s retired pay was computed by giving him credit 
for 29 years service for longevity purposes in the computation of his 
base pay and for perc entage multiple purposes in the computation 
of his retired pay (2% multiplied by 29). 

Subsequent to the enactment of the Career Compensation Act of 
1949, effective from October 1, 1949, Dr. Clement addressed a number 
of letters to the Department ‘of the Navy inquiring whether he was 
entitled to receive an increase in retired pay by reason of the enactment 
of the Career Compensation Act. On each of these occasions Dr. 
Clement was advised that he was receiving the maximum amount 
of retired pay to which he was entitled. 

On March 5, 1951, Dr. Clement filed a claim with the Claims 
Division of the General Accounting Office for increased retired pay. 
On August 3, 1951, the Claims Division of the General Accounting 
Office advised Dr. Clement that his claim had been denied for the 
reason that he appeared to be receiving the proper amount of retired 
pay. 

On December 5, 1951, Dr. Clement filed with the Comptroller 
General of the United States a request for review of the denial of the 
claim referred to in the preceding paragraph. Pursuant to that 
request the Comptroller General by Decision B-105596 dated Febru- 
ary 4, 1952, held that Dr. Clement was not entitled to credit his 7 
years’ National Guard service for percentage multiple purposes in 
the computation of his retired pay although this service was creditable 
for longevity purposes in the computation of his base pay. The effect 
of this decision, therefore, was that beginning June 1, 1942, Dr. 
Clement should have had his retired pay computed at 55 percent (2! 
multiplied by 22 years) of the monthly active duty pay of a lieutenant 
commander with 29 years’ service for longevity pay purposes. The 
decision further held that Dr. Clement had been overpaid $3,626.49 
for the period June 1, 1942, to July 1, 1946; $3,174.99 for the period 
July 1, 1946, to October 1, 1949; ‘and $1,488.58 51 for the period from 
October 1, 1949 (the effective date of the Career C ompensation Act), 
to January 1, 1952, a total overpayment of $8,289.99. 





































nber 8, 
not be 


;. 1037, 
7, 1944 
ition of 
sions of 
ons, in 
hall be 
isted or 
’ This 
eted as 
‘ice of 7 
2 years 
es. As 
$306.62 
$337.28 
y these 
1 credit 
1 of his 
utation 


Act of 
umber 
he was 
ctment 
ns Dr. 
mount 


Claims 
d pay. 
unting 
for the 
retired 


troller 
| of the 
o that 
Febru- 
t his 7 
oses in 
ditable 
è effect 
12, Dr. 
ant (2% 
itenant 
. The 
,626.49 
period 
d from 
n Act), 


LT. COMDR. MORTIMER T. CLEMENT 3 


Beginning March 1, 1952, Dr. Clement’s retired pay was reduced 
to the amount computed by the Comptroller General, namely $282.15. 
As a result of a decision of the Comptroller General, an exception was 
raised in the account of the cognizant Navy disbursing officer for the 
overpayment to Dr. Clement from August 1, 1949, to January 1, 
1952, in the amount of $1,651.33 for which sum the disbursing officer 
withheld $146.72 per month from Dr. Clement’s retired pay until the 
liquidation of the overpayment in the month of July of 1954. 

In view of the provisions of the act of May 19, 1947 (31 U.S. C. 82i), 
no exception was raised in the accounts of the disbursing officer for 
the overpayment covering the period June 1, 1942, to — 31, 1949. 
However, since the account was reopened on the basis of a request 
from Dr. Clement, a charge has been raised against him in the amount 
of $6,638.66. It does not appear at this time that the Comptroller 
General has directed withholding of Dr. Clement’s retired pay to 
reduce this portion of the overpayment. 

There is no evidence that the overpayments of retired pay were not 
received in good faith over the long period before the error was dis- 
covered. On the contrary, it appears that the overpayment was the 
result of a series of administrative errors on the part of the Navy in 
computing the retired pay of Dr. Clement and allowing credit for his 
inactive National Guard service for percentage multiple purposes in 
addition to allowing it to be credited for longevity pay purposes. 

In the event this legislation is enacted, it would result in a cost to 
the Government of $1,651.33 representing the amount of overpayment 
which Dr. Clement has refunded to the Government. 

In view of the foregoing, the committee recommends the enactment 
of H. R. 4873. 

Departmental reports and substantiating data are attached hereto. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE Navy, 
OFFICE OF THE JUDGE ÅDVOCATE GENERAL, 
Washington 25, D. C., July 19, 1955. 


Hon. EMANUEL CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washingion 25, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. CuHairMan: Reference is made to your letter of 
May 9, 1955, to the Secretary of the Navy requesting comment on 
H. R. 4873, a bill for the relief of Lt. Comdr. Mortimer T. Clement, 
Medical Corps, United States Navy, retired. 

The purpose of this bill is to relieve Lt. Comdr. Mortimer T. 
Clement of all liability to refund to the United States the sum of 
$6,638.66 representing overpayments of retired pay received by him 
for the period June 1, 1942, to July 31, 1949, inclusive. The bill 
would also authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Lieutenant 
Commander Clement, the sum of $1,651.33, which sum was repaid 
by him to the United States through a checkage of his retired pay 
account pursuant to a decision of the Comptroller General (B-105596, 
February 4, 1952) disallowing payment of such retired pay for the 
period August 1, 1949, to December 31, 1951, inclusive. 

Files of this Department reveal the following facts which are per- 
tinent to the claim of Dr. Clement: 
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Dr. Clement was retired on June 30, 1938, under the provisions of 
the act of August 5, 1935 (34 U. S. C. 349d). At that time he had 
completed 21 years, 6 months, and 18 days of active service which 
entitled him to count 22 years for longevity purposes and as the base 
for the computation of his retired pay. He was correctly paid retired 
pay of $185.62 per month from July 1, 1938, until June 1, 1942. In 
addition to the above active service Dr. Clement had served in the 
South Carolina National Guard from May 1, 1909, to November 8, 
1916. However, this service at the time of his retirement could not 
be counted for retirement in the computation of his retired pay. 

Section 3A of the Pay Readjustment Act of 1942 (56 Stat. 1037, 
1038) was amended by section 1 of the act of September 7, 1944 (58 
Stat. 729; 37 U. S. C. 103a) to provide that in the computation of 
service for all pay purposes of persons paid under the provisions of 
section 1 of the Pay Readjustment Act of 1942, such persons, in 
addition to the time required to be credited by section 1, “shall be 
credited with full time for all periods during which they were enlisted 
or held commissions as officers * * * in the National Guard.” This 
amendment was retroactive to June 1, 1942. It was interpreted as 
authorizing the crediting of Dr. Clement’s National Guard Service of 
7 years in the computation of his retired pay which added to his 22 
years naval service would give him 29 years service for pay purposes 
As thus computed, Dr. Clement received retired pay at the rate of 
$306.62 per month from June 1, 1942, to July 1, 1946, and at the rate 
of $337.28 per month from July 1, 1946, to January 1, 1952. During 
these periods Dr. Clement’s retired pay was computed by giving him 
credit for 29 years service for longevity purposes in the computation 
of his base pay and for percentage multiple purposes in the computa- 
tion of his retired pay (2% multiplied by 29). 

Subsequent to the enactment of the Career Compensation Act of 
1949, effective from October 1, 1949, Dr. Clement addressed a number 
of letters to the Department of the Navy inquiring whether he was 
entitled to receive an increase in retired pay by reason of the enactment 
of the Career Compensation Act. On each of these occasions Dr 
Clement was advised that he was receiving the maximum amount of 
retired pay to which he was entitled. 

On March 5, 1951, Dr. Clement filed a claim with the Claims 
Division of the General Accounting Office for increased retired pay. 
On August 3, 1951, the Claims Division of the General Accounting 
Office advised Dr. Clement that his claim had been denied for the 
reason that he appeared to be receiving the proper amount of retired 
pay. 

On December 5, 1951, Dr. Clement filed with the Comptroller 
General of the United States a request for review of the denial of the 
claim referred to in the preceding paragraph. Pursuant to that request 
the Comptroller General by. Decision B-105596 dated February 4, 
1952, held that Dr. Clement was not entitled to credit his 7 years’ 
National Guard service for percentage multiple purposes in the com- 
putation of his retired pay although this service was creditable for 
longevity purposes in the computation of his base pay. The effect of 
this decision, therefore, was that beginning June 1, 1942, Dr. Clement 
should have had his retired pay. computed at 55 percent (2% multiplied 
by 22 years) of the monthly active duty pay of a lieutenant commander 
with 29 years’ service for longevity pay purposes. The decision further 
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held that Dr. Clement had been overpaid $3,626.49 for the period 
June 1, 1942, to July 1, 1946; $3,174.99 for the period July 1, 1946, to 
October 1, 1949; and $1,488.51 for the period from October 1, 1949 
(the effective date of the Career Compensation Act), to January 1, 
1952, a total overpayment of $8,289.99. 

Beginning March 1, 1952, Dr. Clement’s retired pay was reduced to 
the amount computed by the Comptroller General, namely $282.15. 
As a result of a decision of the Comptroller General, an exception was 
raised in the account of the cognizant Navy disbursing officer for the 
overpayment to Dr. Clement from August 1, 1949, to January 1, 
1952, in the amount of $1,651.33 for which sum the disbursing officer 
withheld $146.72 per month from Dr. Clement’s retired pay until 
the liquidation of the overpayment in the month of July of 1954. 

In view of the provisions of the act of May 19, 1947 (31 U. S. C. 
82i), no exception was raised in the accounts of the disbursing officer 
for the overpayment covering the period June 1, 1942, to July 31, 
1949. However, since the account was reopened on the basis of a 
request from Dr. Clement, a charge has been raised against him in the 
amount of $6,638.66. It does not appear at this time that the 
Comptroller General has directed witholding of Dr. Clement’s retired 
pay to reduce this portion of the overpayment. 

There is no evidence that the overpayments of retired pay were 
not received in good faith over the long period before the error was 
discovered. On the contrary, it appears that the overpayment 
was the result of a series of administrative errors on the part of this 
Department in computing the retired pay of Dr. Clement and allowing 
credit for his inactive National Guard service for percentage multiple 
purposes in addition to allowing it to be credited for longevity pay 
purposes. 

In the event this legislation is enacted, it would result in a cost 
to the Government of $1,651.33 representing the amount of over- 
payment which Dr. Clement has refunded to the Government. 

in view of the foregoing, the Department of the Navy recommends 
the enactment. of H. R. 4873. 

The Department of the Navy has been advised that the Bureau 
of the Budget would have no objection to the Department of the Navy 
presenting to the committee such report as it deems appropriate. 
it was requested, however, that a copy of the letter from the General 
Accounting Office to the Bureau of the Budget, B—105596, dated 
May 13, 1955, be forwarded as an attachment to the report. 

Sincerely yours, 
S. B. D. Woon, 
Acting Judge Advocate General 
(For the Secretary of the Navy). 


STATEMENT OF Facts IN THE Case or Lr. Compr. Mortimer T. 
CLEMENT, MEDICAL Corrs, UNITED Srares Navy (RETIRED) 


Dr. Clement was retired on June 30, 1938, under the provisions of 
the act of August 5, 1935 (34 U. S. C. 349d). At'that time he had 
completed 21 years 6 months and 18 days of active service which en- 
titled him to count 22 years for longevity purposes and as the base 
for the computation of his retired pay. He was correctly paid re- 
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tired pay of $185.62 per month from July 1, 1938, until June 1, 1942. 
In addition to the above active service Dr. Clement had served in the 
South Carolina National Guard from May 1, 1909, to November 8, 
1916. However, this service at the time of his retirement could not 
be counted for retirement in the computation of his retired pay. 

Section 3A of the Pay Readjustment Act of 1942 (56 Stat. 1037, 
1038) was amended by section 1 of the act of September 7, 1944 (58 
Stat. 729; 37 U. S. C. 103a) to provide that in the computation of 
service for all pay purposes of persons paid under the provisions of 
section 1 of the Pay Readjustment Act of 1942 such persons in addi- 
tion to the time required to be credited by section 1 “‘shall be credited 
for full time for all periods during which they were enlisted or held 
commissions as officers * * * in the National Guard.” This amend- 
ment was retroactive to June 1, 1942. It was interpreted as author- 
izing the crediting of Dr. Clement’s National Guard service of 7 years 
in the computation of his retired pay which added to his 22 years 
naval service would give him 29 years service for pay purposes. As 
thus computed, Dr. Clement received retired pay at the rate of 
$306.62 per month from June 1, 1942, to July 1, 1946, and at the rate 
of $337.28 per month from July 1, 1946, to June 1, 1952. During 
these periods Dr. Clement’s retired pay was computed by giving him 
credit for 29 years service for longevity purposes in the computation 
of his base pay and for percentage multiple purposes in the computa- 
tion of his retired pay (2% multiplied by 29). 

Subsequent to the enactment of the Career Compensation Act of 
1949, effective from October 1, 1949, Dr. Clement addressed a num- 
ber of letters to the Department of the Navy inquiring whether he 
was entitled to receive an increase in retired pay by reason of the en- 
actment of the Career Compensation Act. On each of these occasions 
Dr. Clement was advised that he was receiving the maximum amount 
of retired pay to which he was entitled. 

On March 5, 1951, Dr. Clement filed a claim with the Claims 
Division of the General Accounting Office for increased retired pay. 
On August 3, 1951, the Claims Division of the General Accounting 
Office advised Dr. Clement that his claim had been denied for the 
reason that he appeared to be receiving the proper amount of retired 

ay. 
r On December 5, 1951, Dr. Clement filed with the Comptroller 
General of the United States a request for review of the denial of the 
claim referred to in the preceding paragraph. Pursuant to that re- 
quest the Comptroller General by Decision B-105596 dated February 
4, 1952 (copy attached) held that Dr. Clement was not entitled to 
credit his 7 years National Guard service for percentage multiple 
purposes in the computation of his retired pay although this service 
was creditable for longevity purposes in the computation of this base 
pay. The effect of this decision, therefore, was that beginning June 
1, 1942, Dr. Clement should have had his retired pay computed at 
55 percent (2% multiplied by 22 years) of the monthly active duty 
pay of a lieutenant commander with 29 years service for longevity 
and pay period purposes. The decision further held that Dr. Clement 
had been overpaid $3,626.49 for the period June 1, 1942, to July 1, 
1946, $3,174.99 for the period July 1, 1946, to October 1, 1949, and 
$1,488.51 for the period from October 1, 1949 (the effective date of 
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the Career Compensation Act) to January 1, 1952, a total overpay- 
ment of $8,289.99. 

Beginning March 1, 1952, Dr. Clement’s retired pay was reduced 
to the amount computed by the Attorney General, namely, $282.15. 
As a result of a decision of the Comptroller General, an exception was 
raised in the account of the cognizant Navy disbursing officer for the 
overpayment to Dr. Clement from August 1, 1949, to January 1, 
1952, in the amount of $1,651.33 for which sum the disbursing officer 
withheld $146.72 per month from Dr. Clement’s retired pay until the 
liquidation of the overpayment in the month of July of 1954. 

In view of the provisions of the Act of May 19, 1947 (31 U.S. C. 
821), no exception was raised in the accounts of the disbursing officer 
for the overpayment covering the period June 1, 1942, to July 31, 
1949. However, since the account was reopened on the basis of a 
request from Dr. Clement, a charge has been raised against him in the 
amount of $6,638.66. It does nct appear at this time that the Comp- 
troller General has directed withholding of Dr. Clement’s retired pay 
to reduce this portion of the overpayment. 


B-105596. 
ÅSSISTANT COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington 25, February 4, 1952. 
The honorable the Secretary or THE Navy. 

My Dear Mr. Secretary: The retired pay account of Lt. Comdr. 
Mortimer T. Clement, Medical Corps, United States Navy, retired, 
service No. 9892, who was retired June 30, 1938, in accordance with 
the provisions of the act of August 5, 1935 (49 Stat. 530, 531, 34 
U.S. C. 349d, 349g), shows that he received retired pay at the rate 
of $185.62 per month for the period from July 1, 1938, to May 31, 
1942, inclusive; at the rate of $306.62 per month for the period from 
June 1, 1942, to June 30, 1946, inclusive, and at the rate of $337.28 
per month for the period from July 1, 1946, to July 31, 1951, inclusive. 
And it is understood that he had likewise been paid retired pay at 
the rate of $337.28 per month from August 1, 1951, to December 31, 
1951. For reasons hereinafter stated it appears that for all periods 
on and after June 1, 1942, he had been overpaid. 

The record shows that at the time of his retirement on June 30, 
1938, Lieutenant Commander Clement had 21 years, 6 months, and 
18 days of active service creditable in the computation of his longevity 

ay on the active list and, hence, under the provisions of title 34, 

nited States Code, section 349g, supra, he was entitled to receive 
retired pay at the rate of $185.62 per month representing 55 percent 
(22 years multiplied by 2% percent) of his monthly active duty pay 
of $337.50 as lieutenant commander, United States Navy, with over 
21 years of creditable service for longevity pay purposes. See section 1 
of the act of June 10, 1922 (42 Stat. 625, 627, 37 U.S. C. 1, 4, 1940 ed.). 

Section 15 of the Pay Readjustment Act of 1942 (56 Stat. 367, 
37 U.S. C. 115, 1940 ed. Supp. V), effective June 1, 1942, in pertinent 
part, provided: 

“On and after the effective date of this Act, retired officers, warrant 
officers, nurses, enlisted men, and members of the Fleet Reserve and 
Fleet Marine Corps Reserve shall have their retired pay, retainer pay, 
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or equivalent pay, computed as now authorized by law on the basis of 
pay provided in this Act, which shall include increases for all active 
duty performed since retirement or transfer to the Fleet Reserve or 
Fleet Marine Corps Reserve in the computation of their longevity pay 
and pay periods: Provided, That nothing contained in this Act shall 
operate to reduce the present pay of officers, warrant officers, nurses, 
and enlisted men now on the retired list or drawing retainer pay, or 
personnel in an equivalent status in any of the services mentioned in 
the title of this Act. * * *’ [Italic supplied.] 

Section 3A, Pay Readjustment Act of 1942, as added by the act of 
December 2, 1942 (56 Stat. 1037, 1038), was amended by section 1 of 
the act approved September 7, 1944 (58 Stat. 729, 37 U. S. C. 103a, 
1940 ed. Supp. V), retroactively effective as of June 1, 1942, and as so 
amended provided, inter alia, that in the computation of service for 
all pay purposes of persons paid under the provisions of section 1 of 
the Pay Readjustment Act of 1942, such persons, in addition to the 
time required to be credited by section 1, “shall be credited with full 
time for all periods during which they were enlisted or held commis- 
sions as officers * * * in the National Guard.” Bureau of Naval 
Personnel statement of Lieutenant Commander Clement’s service 
dated May 17, 1945, shows that he had National Guard service, State 
of South È varolina, during the period from May 1, 1909, to November 
8, 1916, and under the statutory provisions above- quoted such Na- 
tional Guard Service plus his naval service entitled him to credit for 
over 29 years’ service in the computation of his rate of pay under 
section 1 of the Pay Readjustment. Act of 1942 (56 Stat. 359, 37 
U: S. C. 101, 1940 ed Supp. V). However, while section 15 of the 
Pay Readjustment Act of 1942, supra, authorized retired pay to be 
computed on. the basis of pay provided in that act, it is specifically 
stipulated therein that such computation shall be made “as. now au- 
thorized by ław.” Thus, the number of years of service to be multi- 

lied by the 2Z percent factor (See 34 U. S. C. 349g, supra) is the num- 
bier of years of service that Lieutenant Commander Clement was en- 
titled to count in the computation of his active duty pay at the time 
of his retirement, June 30, 1938. (See 26 Comp. Gen. 473 and com- 
pare 27 id. 705.) 

Accordingly, in view of the foregoing provisions of law, Lieutenant 
Commander Clement was entitled to retired pay for the period from 
June 1, 1942, to June 30, 1946, inclusive, in the amount of $232.61 
per month representing 55 percent (2% percent multipled by 22 years) 
of the monthly active duty pay of $422.92 payable to a lieutenant 
commander of the Navy with over 29 years of creditable service for 
longevity and pay period purposes as provided in sections 1 and 3A 
of the Pay Readjustment Act of 1942, supra. Also, the proper rate 
of retired pay which accrued. to the subject officer during the period 
from July 1, 1946, to September 30, 1949, inclusive, amounting to 
$255.87 per month, represents.55 percent of $465.21, that is 55 percent 
of the monthly ‘active duty pay of a lieutenant commander, United 
States Navy, with over 29 years of creditable service for longevity 
and pay period purposes. Accordingly, on the basis of the present 
record, Lieutenant Commander Clement has been overpaid $3,626.49, 
the ‘difference between $306.62 per month and $232.61 per month 
for the period from June 1, 1942, to June 30, 1946, inclusive, and he has 
been’ overpaid $3,174.99, "the difference between $377.28 per month 
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and $255.87 per month, for the period from July 1, 1946, to September 
30, 1949, inclusive. 

Under the provisions of section 511 of the Career Compensation 
Act of 1949 (63 Stat. 829, 37 U.S. C. 311, 1946 ed. Supp. IV), effective 
as of October 1, 1949, the subject officer is entitled to receive retired 
pay in the amount, whichever is the greater, computed in accordance 
with method (a) or method (b), as therein prescribed. Method (a) 
authorizes monthly retired pay at the same monthly rate, $255.87, 
to which he was properly entitled on September 30, 1949. Method 
(b) authorizes ‘‘monthly retired pay * * * equal to 2% per centum of 
the monthly basic pay of the highest federally recognized rank, grade, 
or rating * * * which such member, former member, or person would be 
entitled to receive if serving on active duty in such rank, grade, or rating, 
multiplied by the number of years of active service creditable to him.” 
[Italic supphied.] 

As a lieutenant commander in pay grade O-4 and entitled under 
the provisions of section 202 of the Career Compensation Act of 1949 
(63 Stat. 807, 37 U.S. C. 233, 1946 ed. Supp. IV), to full time credit 
for his commissioned naval service and his enlisted National Guard 
service the subject officer, if serving on active duty, would be entitled 
to receive $513 per month as monthly basic pay. See section 201 of 
the Career Compensation Act of 1949 (63 Stat. 805-807, 37 U.S. C. 
232, 1946 ed. Supp. IV). However, the record does not establish that 
the subject officer’s service in the National Guard of the State of South 
Carolina, during the period from May 1, 1909, to November 8, 1916, 
constitutes “active service’ as that term is defined in the proviso 
contained in section 511, Career Compensation Act of 1949, supra. 
In that connection, there should be noted also the proviso contained 
in section 202 (b), Career Compensation Act of 1949 (63 Stat. 808, 
37 U.S. C. 233 (b), 1946 ed. Supp. IV), that “except for active service 
as prescribed in section 202 (a) (1), the service credit authorized in 
this section shall not be included to increase retired pay * * * while 
on a retired list, on a temporary disability retired list, in a retired 
status.” Hence, the “active service” creditable for the purpose of 
computing Lieutenant Commander Clement’s retired pay in the 
manner prescribed in the said method (b) is his 21 years, 6 months, 
and 18 days of active naval service, which under the first proviso 
contained in the said section 511, supra, may be counted as 22 years. 
Thus, it appears that since October 1, 1949, Lieutenant Commander 
Clement has been entitled under method (b) to receive retired pay 
at the rate of $282.15 per month representing 2% percent of the monthly 
basic pay which he would be entitled to receive if serving on active 
duty multiplied by the number of years of “active service creditable 
to him.” It, therefore, appears that the subject individual has also 
been overpaid $1,488.51, the difference in retired pay between the 
amount of $337.28 per month and the amount $282.15 per month, 
for the period from October 1, 1949, to December 31, 1951. 

Accordingly, the Audit Division of the General Accounting Office 
will take the necessary action in this and any other similar case, in 
connection with the accounts of the disbursing officers concerned. 
See letter of this date, B-105596, to Lieutenant Commander Clement, 
copy herewith. 

Sincerely yours, 


Frank L. YATES, 
Assistant Comptroller General of the United States. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE Navy, 
OFFICE OF THE JUDGE ÅDVOCATE GENERAL, 

. Washington 25, D. C., March 29, 1954. 
Hon. lL. Menpet Rivers, 

House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Rivers: Further reference is made to your letter 
of October 3, 1953, and to the letter from this Office dated October 7, 
1953, concerning the creditability of Naval Militia service as Federal 
service under the provisions of title III of the act of June 29, 1948 
(62 Stat. 1087), as amended, commonly referred to as Public Law 810, 
80th Congress. 

As promised in the letter of October 7, 1953, I am forwarding a 
copy of the Comptroller General’s decision B-117087 dated March 22, 
1954, just received, upon the same subject. 

Sincerely yours, 
Ira H. Nunn, 


Rear Admiral, United States Navy, 
Judge Advocate General of the Navy. 





DEPARTMENT OF THE Navy, 
OFFICE OF THE JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL, 
Washington 25, D. C., October 7, 1953. 
Hon. L. Menpet Rivers, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington 25, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Rivers: Forwarded in accordance with Mr. Shu- 
man’s request of October 3, is a copy of an opinion of this Office dated 
February 25, 1953, together with an earlier related opinion dated 
December 1, 1949, on the creditability of Naval Militia service as 
Federal service under title III of the act of June 29, 1948 (62 Stat. 
1087), as amended, commonly referred to as Public Law 810, 80th 
Congress. 

On September 16, 1953, the Department of the Navy requested a 
Comptroller General’s decision as to whether service in the Naval 
Militia prior to February 16, 1914, may be credited for the purpose 
of establishing entitlement to increased retired pay pursuant to title 
III of the aforementioned act of June 29, 1948. A copy of the Comp- 
troller General’s decision will be forwarded to your office as soon as 
it becomes available. 

Sincerely yours, 
JoHN OWEN, 
Commander, United States Navy, 
Director, Consultant Division 
(By direction of the Judge Advocate General). 
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COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., September 28, 19538, 


In re your claim with the Navy Department. 


Dr. Mortimer T. CLemeEnt, 
Charleston 52, S. C. 


Dear Dr. Ciement: In the absence of the Congressman, who is 
away at the present time on official business for the House Armed 
Services Committee, we wish to acknowledge and thank you for your 
letter of September 25, relative to the above-captioned subject. 

We are wondering whether or not you received our letter of Sep- 
tember 12, 1953, with which we enclosed a copy of a letter from 
Admiral Nunn, Judge Advocate General, Department of the Navy. 
In the event you did not, another copy of the letter of September 11, 
1953, from the office of the Judge Advocate General is attached hereto. 
We shall continue to keep you advised in this matter and if this office 
can be of further assistance, kindly let us know. 

With kind regards and best wishes, we are 

Sincerely yours, 
L. MENDEL RIVERS, 
Member of Congress. 
DeLacy SHUMAN, 
Secretary. 


Dear Mr. Suuman: Yes, I received the copy of the Judge Advo- 
cate’s dated September 11, 1953, for which I thank you. What I 
asked you to obtain for me was a copy of the Judge Advocate General 
of the Navy Decision JAG:11:2:WEN:mk dated February 25, 1953. 
You may obtain a copy by requesting it from the Chief, Bureau Naval 
Personnel, Department of the Navy, Washington, D. C. This is 
most important for your files and mine as it is referred to by Bureau 
Personnel to Chief, Field Branch, Bureau Supplies and Accounts, by 
endorsement on Pers E242-MS:jdk 9892 22 Sept. 1953. I refer you 
to my letter to you of September 25, 1953. This JAG decision may 
have the information we desire in aiding in the settlement of my re- 
tired pay checkage now in force. Thanking your office for the prompt 
and efficient manner in which my case is being handled. Send me 
copy decision soon as you obtain it. 

Respectfully yours, 
M. T. CLEMENT. 


CHARLESTON 52, S. C., September 25, 1953. 


Hon. L. MENDEL RIVERS, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear ConcressMAN Rivers: I have just received from the Chief 
of Naval Personnel a copy of an endorsement which they attached to 
my letter of August 15, 1953, and which he forwarded to the Chief, 
“a — Supplies ‘and Accounts, Navy Department, Clev eland 
14, Ohio. 
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Quote: 
Pers—E242-MS:jdk 
9892-22 Sep 1953 
First endorsement on subject officers’ undated letter. 
From: Chief of Naval Personnel. 
To: Chief, Field Branch, Bureau Supplies and Accounts, Department 
of the Navy, Cleveland 14, Ohio. 
Subject: Lt. Comdr. Mortimer T. Clement, Medical Corps, United 
States Navy (retired), checkage of pay. 
Reference: (a) JAG Decision JAG:I1:2:WEN:mk of February 25, 
1953. 

1. Forwarded for appropriate action regarding checkage pay. 

2. The records of this Pardes show subject retired officer was an 
enlisted member of the South Carolina National Guard from May | 
1909, to November 8, 1916. This service is creditable for basic pay 
purposes for retirement benefits in accordance with reference (a). 

E. C. NELSON 
(By direction). 


Copy to: Lt. Comdr. Mortimer T. Clement, Medical Corps, United 
States Navy (retired), 40 Cosgrove Avenue, Charleston 52, S. C. 
Unquote. 


3. It is requested that your office communicate at once with the 
Chief of Naval Personnel and obtain from him a copy of the Judge 
Advocate General Decision JAG:I1:2:WEN:mk of February 1953 re- 
ferred to in paragraph 2 above. Upon your receipt of said JAG deci- 
sion please forward me a copy at once as this decision is most important 
relative to my case which your office is now handling for me. 

Respectfully yours, 
M. T. CLEMENT, M. D. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE Navy, 
OFFICE OF THE JUDGE ÅDVOCATE GENERAL, 
Washington 25, D. C., September 11, 1953. 
Hon. L. MENDEL RIVERS, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Rivers: This is in further reply to your letter of 
August 24, 1953, and is also by way of interim reply to your letter of 
August 29, 1953, with which were enclosed letters from Dr. Mortimer 
T. Clement, lieutenant commander, Medical Corps (retired). 

From the file it appears that Dr. Clement at the time of his retire- 
ment had’21 years, 6 months, and 18 days of active service creditable 
in the computation of his longevity pay on the active list. He also 
had National Guard service, State of South Carolina, during the 
period from May 1, 1909, to November 8, 1916. With the enactment 
of the Pay Readjustment Act of 1942, effective June 1, 1942 (37 
U. S. C. Supp. V, 115), the Navy interpreted that act as authorizing 
the crediting of Dr. Clement’s National Guard service, plus credit 
for naval service, a total of 29 years, in the computation of his retired 


pay. 
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Section 15 of the Pay Readjustment Act of 1942, in pertinent part, 
provided as follows: 

“On and after the effective date of this Act, retired officers, warrant 
officers, nurses, enlisted men, and members of the Fleet Reserve and 
Fleet Marine Corps Reserve shall have their retired pay, retainer pay, 
or equivalent pay, computed as now authorized by law on the basis of 
pay provided in this Act, which pay shall include increases for all active 
duty performed since retirement or transfer to the Fleet Reserve or 
Fleet Marine Corps Reserve in the computation of their longevity 
pay and pay periods: Provided, That nothing contained in this Act 
shall operate to reduce the present pay of officers, warrant officers, 
nurses, and enlisted men now on the retired list or drawing retainer 
pay, or personnel in an equivalent status in any of the services men- 
tioned in the title of this Act. * * *’” [Italic supplied.] 

On the basis of credit for 29 years of service, instead of 22, Dr. 
Clement received retired pay at the rate of $306.62 per month for the 
period from June 1, 1942, to June 30, 1946, and at the rate of $337.28 
per month for the period from July 1, 1946, to December 31, 1951, 
inclusive. 

Subsequent to the enactment of the Career Compensation Act of 
1949, effective from October 1, 1949, Dr. Clement addressed a number 
of letters to the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, Department of the 
Navy, inquiring whether he was entitled to receive an increase in 
retired pay by reason of that act. On each occasion Dr. Clement was 
advised that he was receiving the maximum amount of retired pay 
to which he was entitled. 

It further appears that on March 5, 1951, Dr. Clement filed a claim 
with the Claims Division of the General Accounting Office for increased 
retired pay. On August 3, 1951, the Claims Division of that office 
advised Dr. Clement that his claim had been denied for the reason 
that he appeared to be receiving the proper amount of retired pay. 

On December 5, 1951, Dr. Clement filed with the Comptroller 
General of the United States a request for review of the claims settle- 
ment of August 3, 1951. Pursuant to that request the Comptroller 
General reviewed Dr. Clement’s retired pay account. By decision 
B-105596, dated February 4, 1952, addressed to the Secretary of the 
Navy, the Comptroller General advised that Dr. Clement was not 
entitled to credit for his National Guard service in the computation of 
his retired pay, under the provisions of the Pay Readjustment Act 
of 1942, but only for his naval service, 22 years, and that consequently 
Dr. Clement had been overpaid from June 1, 1942. That orerpay- 
ment was computed by the Comptroller General as being $3,626.49 
for the period June 1, 1942, to June 30, 1946; $3,174.99 for the period 
June 1, 1946 to September 30, 1949; and $1,488.51 for the period from 
October 1, 1949, to December 31, 1951. 

As of March 1, 1952, the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts reduced 
Dr. Clement’s retired pay to the amount per month to which the 
Comptroller General had found he was entitled. No action was taken 
at that time to withhold (check) any part of Dr. Clement’s retired 
pay for the purpose of reducing his indebtedness as determined by 
the Com — General. 


On a 15, 1953, Dr. Clement again forwarded a letter to the 
e 


Comptroller General inquiring as to the correctness of the monthly 
rate of retired pay which he was receiving. By reply dated August 11, 
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1953, the Comptroller General indicated that he had directed with- 
holding of Dr. Clement’s retired pay in the amount of $146.72, one- 
half of his gross monthly retired pay, for the period, of September 
1953 through July 1954. This action was calculated to liquidate in 
1 year Dr. Clement’s indebtedness, as found by the Comptroller 
General in the amount of $1,651.33, covering overpayments for the 
period August 1, 1949, through December 31, 1951. 

It appears that this withholding is intended to apply to indebted- 
ness for a 3-year period only prior to the date on which the Comptroller 
General determined that an overpayment has been made. It does not 
appear that as yet the Comptroller General has directed withholding 
of pay to reduce indebtedness attributable to any period prior to 
August 1, 1949. 

It would not appear that the observations contained in the claims 
settlement made by the Claims Division of the General Accounting 
Office on August 3, 1951, concerning the correctness of the monthly 
amount of retired pay then being received by Dr. Clement, should be 
accorded the weight to be given a decision by the Comptroller General. 
In any event that settlement was reviewed by the Comptroller General 
in his decision to the Secretary of the Navy, dated February 4, 1952, 
in which Dr. Clement’s indebtedness was determined. Decision by 
the Comptroller General on questions relating to entitlement to 
military pay and allowances are binding upon the Department of the 
Navy. 

It seems unlikely that the Comptroller General will overrule his 
decision of February 4, 1952, affecting the retired pay of Dr. Clement 
and others similarly situated. That being the case it would appear 
that the only relief measures available to those involved is by suit in 
the Court of Claims or through legislation. 

Additional information concerning Dr. Clement’s case, particularly 
as to the possibility of temporarily suspending checkage of his retired 
pay or reducing the amount of checkage per month, has been requested 
from the Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts. 

I shall advise you further in this matter as soon as it is possible to 
doso. In the interim I am retaining Dr. Clement’s letters which were 
enclosed with your communication, 

Sincerely yours, 
O Ira H. NUNN. 





| 
| 


